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. H.R. 5640

A bill to provide for a jury commission for
_each United Btatss distriot oourt; to regu-

late its compensation, to prescribe ita du-
ties, and for other purposes -

Be it enacted by the Scmate and House. '

of Representatives of the United Ktates of

Amerioa in Congreas assembled, That sectiont

1864 of title 28 of the United Btates Code 18

amended to read as follows: ' ’

“§ 1864, Jury commission: Dutdes,. compen-
sation, and methods ot solecting
and drawing jurors ’

“{n) APPOINTMENT.—A jury commission
shall be established in each judicial district,
consisting of the clerk of the court and one
or more jury commissioners, appointed by.
the district court. The jury ocomminstoner
shall be a citizen of the
good character residing in the district of apr
pointment who, st the tme
ment, shall not be & member of the same

political party as thé clerX of the ‘dbur or w

duly qualifted deputy clerk acting tor the

clerk. If more than one jury commisiioner
is appointed, ench may be designated to serve
in one or more of the places where court is
held, snd the clerk aud the jury commis-
stoner so designated shall conwtitute: the jury:

commission for that part of the district. In .

- the event that a jury commissioner is wis

able for any reasoti to perform his *duties.

snother jury comniissioner  may be: ap-

pointed, ‘as provided berein, %0 at’ln his ..
duties

place until he is able to resume hix dutics.

“Jury commissioners ahall be apPolhted
to serve on a part-timé’ or full-timd basla
If in the opinfon of the coury the eMcleny

ration of the jury system' rewuires the an 1
s ] Yy i ;- triet™ in such sentence.

services of a full-time jury comisafones,
the court may, with thé approval of $he Ju~
dicial Confersnce of the United States, ep-
point one or more full-tine jury commis-
sloners. T L T

“(b) Duriza—In the performnance of afl

Its duties the jury commisslon ahiall’ act’

under the direction and supervision :of the
chief judge of the district.. [
“The sources of the names and the meth-
ods to be used by the jury commission io
selecting the names of persons who may be
called to:bgrand or petit jury service ghall be
a8 directed by the chief judgs. Thw prooes
‘dures foyed by the jury commission i
solecting the uames of qualified pereons tobe
placed ta the jury box, wheel, or simitsr des
vice, shall not aystematicslly or deliberately
exclude any group from the jury panel on
account of race, sex, political,, or religions
afffiations, or economic of social atatus. ' In
determining whether persons are quﬁ.!od as
furors under section 1861 of this title, the
fury commission shall use questionnatres
and such other means as the chief judge may
deem sppropriate, including the adminlster-
ing of oaths, Lo '

“The names of jurofs shall be publicly -

drawn by chance from a jury box, wheel, or
stmilar device, which oontains the com-
mencement of each druwing the names of not
less than thrce hundred qualified persons so-
leoted by the jury commission in accordance
with the provisions of this subsection.

“The jury commission shall keep records
of the names of persons placed in the jury
box, wheel, or slmlilar device, the question-
naires returned by sald persons, the names
of the persons who are zelooted for jury serv-
ice, the dates of service, and auch other ap-
propriate records as the chis{ judge may di-
rect, all for & period of not less thhu two
years.. With the approval of the ohilef judge,
the jury commission may designate deputy
cierks and other employees in the ofiice of
the clerk of the court to assist the commls-
sion in the performance of 1t4 duties and
perform under its direction such of the
talled duties of the ocamission, as in
opinion of the chief judge can be assign
to them.

3E¥s

United -States of -
of his appolnts:,

‘there, M (0. suCh

CONGRESSIONAL RECOR

“(c) CoMPENSATION —Enth - jury commis-
sloner appointed on & part-time basis ahall
be compensatéd . for his seryices at the rate
of $10 per day for each day in which be
actually and necessarily 1s engaged In the
parformance of his oficial dutles, to be pald
:gt‘m certicate of the chief judge of the dis-

“: i . .

“Eaoh
full-time basias shall receive & salary to be
fined from time to time by the Judioial Con-
ferenca of the United States at n rate which
in the.opinion of tha Judicial Counference
corresponds to that provided by the Classi-
cation Act of 1949, as amended, for posi-
tions tn the executive branch with compar-
able responsibilities.

“Each jury commissioner shall receive his
traveling snd subsibtence exponsss within
the limitations prescribed for olerks. of dis~
triet conrts while abeent from. his designated

pqst ‘of quty-on official husiness.
o .(lﬁ‘ Any ‘of the ?o’:nrs or duties con-

ferred upon the chie dge under this sec-
tion may be delegated by him to another

. af .the distriet: Provided, however,
That where part of a district by agresment
or order of court ia assigned to one perticus
1ar judge and. he customarily holds eoyrt

conforred upon the ochief judge in this
ﬂﬁdﬂ-"“ CEed Y PRI R N E .
*(e)‘This ssctidn shall not apply to the

. Bao, 2, Section 1885 of such tiste is amended
hy striking out the words and may apboint
& jury commissioner for each sch. ace” in
thie second sentence of subgection (a) thereof
and inserting & pértod sfter the word “dis-

~ Bko. 8. Esch fury comamissioner holding of-
fice on the affective date of this Act shall
eontinue in: office, until. hig successor. is. auly
appointed and gualifie . :
.8mq. 4, There are hershy authorized (0 be
appfopriatad, olit of any money in the Treas-

ury not otherwlse appropriated, such suma.

a8 may be necessary to carry the provislons of
this Aot {nto effect. i ,

‘Hee, 8. The provisions of this Act ahall taky
sflect ninety days after the date of approval
thereof , however, That no grand
or petit jury aworn prior to the sffsctive. date
of this Act nor any person called or sum-
moned for jury service, or whose name is on
a jury Hst or has Been placed in & box, wheel,
or-similar device, prior to that date, shall
¥ inellgibld to serve if the procedure by
which the jury or the Individual juror was
splected, culled, surnmoned, or by which his
name was listed or placed in a box, wheel, or
simflar device, was in complisnce with -the
law in effect at the time of such action.

Bw0. 6. (a) The table of sectlons at the
head of chapter 121 of titls 28 of the Ubited
States Cods s amended by amending items
1864 sud 1868 toread as follows! :
“1964. Jury commission; duties, compsnsa-

tion, and methods of selecting anad
drawing jurors.”

“1885. Apportionment within district.”

(%) The catchline at the beginning of sec-
tion 1885 of title 28 of the United Sintes
Code {5 amended to read ds follows:

«§ 1865. Apportionment within district”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. AL-
szaT). IZ a second demanded?

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I demand a second.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, & second will be considered as
ordered. :

There was no objection.

Mr. ABHMORE. Mr. S8peaker, the
purpose of this bill is to revise the exist-
ing language of title 28, United States
Code, section 1864. It would improve

jury commissioner appointed on s

part of the district he shall.
parrorin. the functiony and fulfill the duties
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and strengthen the operation of jury
ocommissions for each judicial distriot of
the United States and would also impose
a greater responsibility, I might say, up-
ont the chief judge of each distriot court
to supervise the performance of the du-
ties of the jury commission.

Mr. Speaker, I have no requests for
time and yield back the balance of my
time, because I know of no questions on
this matter. S

(Mr. KING of New York asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr, KING of New York. Mr. Speaker,
1 joln with my colleague from South
Carolina and urge my colieagues to sup-
port this bill. .

Mr. Speaker, T join with my distin-
guished colleague from South .Carolina
in supporting the bill H.R. 5640 concern-
ing jury commissions for each U.B. dis-
trict court. ‘This bill was considered by
the subcommitiee of which the gentle-
man from South Carolina is the chalr-
man and of which I am ‘privileged to be
a member. ‘The bill was unanimously
recompmiended by the suboommittee and
the full committee and has as fts basic
purpose the revision of the existing lan-
gusge of section 1864 of title°28 of the
Dnited States Code, #o as to improve and
strengthem the-work of jury commissions
in each judieial district. The bill fur-
ther expressly provides that the chief
Judge-of the district shall direct and
supervise -the jury commission fn the
performsnce of its  duties. The lan-
gusge proposed in the bill clearly defines
the dirties of the commission and further
provides for the appointment of commis- .
sioners and their compensation.

The testimonly before the subéommit-
tee esteblished that in some instances
the Iack of supervision of those charged
with the initial selection of persons to
be called for jury service has resulted
fn challenges of the juries ultimiately
selected for trial of cases in the US,
district courts. When it 18 ‘considered
that the jury system is basis in our
systemn of law, 1 feel that it s self-
evident that every effort should be made
to improve and strengthen procedures
associated with the selection of persons
who ultimately may be called uwpont to
serve as jurors in the trial of cases in
the Pederal courts. I feel the provisions
of HR. 5640 have béen carefully drafted
to further this purpose.

Mr. Bpeeker, I have no further requests
for time, : :

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from South Carolina that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill HR.
5640.

The questiori was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted In favor thereof) the
rules were suspended and the bfll was
passed. ,

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table. o (7 N

COMMUNITY HEALTH SERVICES EX-
TENSION Al MENTS OF 1.06
Mr. D EY. Mr. Speaker, I call

up House Resolution 357 and ask for its

immediate consideration.
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The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-

lows:
~H. REs. 857

EResolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order to move that
the House resolve itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the Union
for the consideration of the bill (H.R. 29886)
to extend and otherwise amend certain ex-
piring provisions of the Public Health Service
Act relating to community health services,
and for other purposes. After general de-
bate, which shell be confined to the bill
and shall continue not to exceed two hours,
to -be equally divided and controlled by the
chairman and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, the bill shall be réad for amend-
ment under the five-minute rule. At the
conclusion .of the consideration of the bill
for amendment, the Committee shall rise and
report the bill vo the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted, and the
previous question shall be consldered as
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto
to final passage without intervening motion
except one motion to recommit,

Mr. DELANEY, Mr. Speaker, I yield
one-half of my time to the gentleman
from California [Mr. Smrr]. I now
vield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr, Speaker, House Resolution 357 pro-
vides for consideration of H.R. 2986, a
bill to extend and otherwise amend cer-
tain expiring provisions of the Public
Health Service Act relating to commun-
ity health services, and for other pur-
poses. The resolution provides an open
rule with 2 hours of general debate,

ILR. 2986 extends four current pro-
grams carried out under the Public
Health Service Act relating to health

. Services.

Tt extends the duration of the current
immunization program for an additional
8 years and extends the coverage of the
brogram to include assistance in im-
munization programs against measles
and other diseases bresenting a major
public health problem.

‘The bill also extends for an additional
3 years the current brogram under health
services provided to domestic agricul-
tural migratory workers, )

The current progam authoizing $50
million annually for grants to the States
for health services under section 314(c)
of the Public Health Service Act is ex-
tended for an additional year, and the
brogram of special project grants for
community health services authorizing
‘appropriations up to $10 million annually
1s also extended for an additional year.
Both of these latter programs are under
review by the Public Health Service and
the Association of State and Territorial
Health Officers, and the State and terri-
torial mental health authorities.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the adoption of H,
Res. 357,

Mr. SMITH of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume,

(Mr. SMITH of California asked and
was given permission to revise and extend
his remarks.) .

* Mr. SMITH of California. Mr. Speak-
6r, as stated by the distinguished gen-~
tleman from New York House Resolution
857 provides an open rule with 2 hours
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of general debate for the consideration of
the bill, HR. 2986. H.R. 2986 will ex-
tend the Community Health Services. It
1s a very fine bill. I know of no objection
to it and I know of no objection to the
rule.

(Mr. SMITH of California asked and
was given permission to speak out of or-
der and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SMITH of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I am compelled to speak out on a
matter of grave concern, not only to the
citizens of the great State of California,
but to all people of this Republic. This
urge is prompted by a deep and abiding
love of our Nation and a reminder that
30 days hence, on May 30, Americans will
be memorializing those who so loved their
country that they laid down their lives in
its defense,

How callous, how unfeeling we would
be if we labeled as naught the sacrifice
of these martyrs of freedom, Yet, today
we are being asked—no, it is being de-
manded—that we abandon our great
heritage as protectors of freedom and
allow the forces of communism to engulf
the world. We are being urged to follow
& course that has been mapped by prac-
titioners of deceit and treachery.

I, for one, will not be coerced by means
repugnant to our democratic processes.

DIRTY WAR OF IMPERIALIST AGGRESSION

During the last several months, the
international event which has most oc-
cupied the attention of the Communist
Party, U.S.A., and the Communist-in-
spired youth group, the WEB Du Bois
Clubs of America, has been the war in
Vietnam. Following long-established
practice of supporting Communist causes
wherever they exist throughout the
world, the Communist Party, U.S.A, jus-
tifies and supports with propaganda the
Communist Vietcong. At the same time,
the party criticizes with vehemence and
brotests against U.S, foreign policy in
Vietnam.

Deliberately ignoring the real issues
of Communist invasion, Communist ter-
ror, and Communist Insurgeney in Viet-
nam, the Communist Party, US.A,, ac-
cuses the United States of engaging in g
“dirty war of imperialist aggression.”
To implement its steady and mounting
bropagandsa attack against the policy of
the U.S. Government In Vietnam, the
Communist Party gives its full support to
all mass actions such as protest demon-
strations.

It is recognized, of .course, that other
individuals who are not members of the
Communist Party or its front groups have
participated in protest demonstrations
against U.S. policy in Vietham, ‘While
most individuals who have taken part in
demonstrations of this type were not di-
rectly influenced by the Communist Par-
ty the Communists have endorsed and
supported any group which organizes
such a demonstration This policy was
established almost g, year ago when Jack
Stachel, member of the party’s national
committee, proposed the formation of a
united front of Communists, other leftist

groups, trade unions, peace organiza- -

tions, Negro organizations, and churches

‘viet Union from 1959 to 1962.
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to promote a campaign in opposition to
U.S. policy in southeast Asia.
PARTY DIRECTIVES AND DISCUSSIONS

Let us fake a look at the development
of this Communist campaign against
U.S. policy in Vietnam.

During March 1964, a directive en-
titled “The United States and South Viet
nam Developments” was sent out from
the Communist Party’s national head-
quarters in New York City to all its dis-
tricts. 'The situation in southeast Asia
was described in this directive as an even
greater threat to peace than Cuba or
Berlin. Party members were urged to
send telegrams to President Johnson
protesting American “military aggres-
sion” in South Vietham, to place adver-
tisements in newspapers throughout the
country, to organize protest meetings
and picket lines, and to enlist the support
of non-Comunist groups in these activi-
ties.

Vietnam was the principal tople of dis-
cussion at a meeting of the top Commu-
nist Party leaders in June 1964. At this
meeting, Jack Stachel spoke up again and
warned against elements In the United
States who favor enlarging the war,
argued that the Vietnam situation could
not be settled by military force alone,
and stressed that Communist China must
be a participant in any negotiations.
Stachel also proposed that the Commu-
nist Party, U.8.A,, take the position that
what is at issue in Vietnam is not US,
prevention of Comiunist domination,
but the right of all nations in southeast
Asla to manage their own internal affairs.
As a further suggestion for the party’s
campalgn against U.S. poliey in Vietnam,
Stachel relied on a typical Communist
tactic when he urged adoption of the
slogan, “Bring the boys home.”

The party then called upon Margrit
Pittman to prepare a discussion outline
on the topic “Vietnam and Peace.” A
longtime member of the Communist
Party, Margrit Pittman was in the So-
During
these years, her husband, John Pittman,
was the Moscow correspondent for the
Communist newspaper, the Worker.

In her outline, Mrs, Pittman charac-
terlzed the war in South Vietnam .as a
war of aggression by U.S. “imperialism”
designed to expand American influence
in southeast Asia and to crush the Viet-
namese fight for freedom. The Viet-
cong Insurgents, however, were sald to
be fighting a war of natlonal liberation
whose goal 1s peace through negotiations
leading to the eventual reunification of
North and South Vietnam. Pittman
used this outline to urge telegrams, let-
ters, resolutions, meetings, marches, and
other forms of demonstrations to de-
mand U.S. withdrawal from South Viet-
nam.

CAMPAIGN MOVES INTO HIGH GEAR

The incident which moved the Com-
munist eampaign into high gear was the
action in the Gulf of Tonkin in early
August 1964. The Communist Party,
U.8.A., quickly came to the support of the
North Vietnamese Communists and
characteristically criticized U.S. foreign
policy when American aircraft attacked
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selected targets in North Vietnam fol-
lowing torpedo-boat attacks agalnst our
destroyers in the Gulf of Tonkin, Speak-
ing at a meeting of the party’s Southern
California District, District Chajrman
Dorothy Healey called this retaliatory
action against North Vietnam “dirty ag-
gression” and suggested that 50,000 let-
ters be sent to President Johnson to pro-
test the U.S. air attack on North Viet-
nam.

As Mrs. Healey was speaking in Cali-
fornia, the party’s national headquarters
was issuing a press release which con-
demned the retaliatory strike against
North Vietnam and charged that Us.
warplanes had brought death to innocent
people. The party claimed that the air
raid on North Vietnam was an expansion
" of the war in the direction of the policy
of brinkmanship demanded by Barry
Gioldwater. The press release exhorted
everyone in the United States “to speak
out for peace” through petitions, letters,
and telegrams to be sent to President
Johnson, Senators, and Congressmen.
These messages were to urge negotiation
and the settlement of all issues in Viet-
nam through the existing machinery of
the 14-power Geneva Conference and the

United Natlons.

' BRINGING PRESESURE TO BEAR

In a letter dated August 19, 1964, ad-
dressed to all Communist Party districts,
the party’s national organization depart-
ment stated that it was obvious that the
danger of expanding the war in south-
east Asla remained high and that this
and similar foreign policy issues would
be prominent in the 1964 presidential
election campaign. Party members were
urged, because of the role of US. im-
perialism in southeast Asia, to use even
greater Initiative to stimulate pressure
for a negotiated settlement and the con-
vening of a l4-nation conference con-
cerning Vietnam. )

At a meeting of top party officials in
November 1964, Arnold Johnson, the
party’s public relations director, reported
o his comrades on the situation in Viet-
nam. Johnson urged that the party utl-
lize the many organizations and “‘group-
ings” which, he claimed, were bringing
pressure on the U.S. Government to end
the war in Vietnam.

Johnson also suggested that the party
prepare, by the end of November, a de-
finitive document on Vietnam and dis-
tribute 50,000 copies of this document.
Such a document was prepared and dis-
tributed to all the party’s districts with
instructions that it be given wide circula-
tion.

Johnson further propeosed that the
party strive to organize a conference to
be held in Washington, D.C., which
would represent the totality of Ameri-
can opinlon on Vietnam and would at-
tempt to bring about a change in U.S.
policy in Vietnam.

During another meeting of leading
functionaries of the Communist Party
held in late November 1964, Johnson
again stressed that it was necessary for
the Communist Party, U.S.A., to fight
against extension of the war in Viet-
nam. He recommended that a memo-
randum on the party’s position be sent

Release 2003/10/14 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000300150007-6
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

to all of its districts, The key point in
the memorandum would be the demand
for peace and an end to the war in Viet-
nam. Johnson also suggested a petition
and postcard campaign against the war
in Vietnam.

Following through on Johnson’s pro-
posals, the party’s national organiza-
tion department sent an avalanche of in-
structions to party districts pertaining
to activities designed to achieve Commu-
nist objectives in South Vietnam. Party
districts were told in late November, that
a demand for peace was a Key point in
the election mandate given to President
Johnson and that any implementation
of that demand called for an end to the
war in South Vietnam.

PEACE ON EARTH

The party’s district leaders were in-
structed In late November to organize
activities in the trade union movement,
in youth organizations, and in religious
organizations until peace was achieved.
The party directive pointed out that this
was the time of year when church and
other organizations talked about peace
on earth, but the “key test” would be
what they said about peace in Vietnam.

In a directive issued in December, the
national organization department
warned party districts that every passing
event made it more urgent that all sec~
tions of the population speak out “to end
the war in South Vietnam.” All districts
were urged to make special efforts for
mass activities and expressions of peace
during the weekend of December 19 and
20, 1964. This directive also called at-
tention. to an enclosed leaflet which
urged the reader to “join in an appeal to
the conscience of America to end the war
in Vietnam.”

AIR STRIKES CONDEMNED

Following precedent set during the
Gulf of Tonkin confrontation last Au-
gust, the Communist Party was quick to
give verbal support to North Vietnam
and to condemn the U.S. foreign policy
after a retaliatory air bombardment of
North Vietnamese military targets on
February 7, 1965. These air strikes fol-
Jowed Vietcong attacks against U.S. bases
in South Vietnam.

Within minutes after the air attacks
were announced, the party’s general
secretary, Gus Hall, who refers to him-
self as the leading spokesman for the
Communist Party of the United States,
was ready with another press release.
Hall termed the American air strike as
“the gravest threat to world peace since
the Cuban crisls” of 1962. In his state-
ment, Hall bitterly condemned the air
strike as “an act of brutal aggression
which horrifies the world.”” Nothing was
said, of course, about the Vietcong
mortar attacks. .

Hall did repeat the by now familiar
exhortation to the people of the United
States to demand that this country with-
draw all its troops from South Vietnam.
He went on to say: “A policy to escalate

the war can only lead to disaster. It will"

intimidate no one. It will bring an even
more humiliating defeat or a world nu-
clear war. The American people must
speak out loud and clear.”

All the familiar Communist tactics
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were again brought into play, such as a
telegram campaign launched immedi-
ately by the Communist Party in an effort
to pressure the White House. On the
night of February 7, 1965, for example, a
party conference was being held in Chi-
cago. The proceedings were interrupted
and blank telegram forms were distrib-
uted. Each of the assembled comrades
was instructed to write and sign an in-
dividual telegram to President Johnson
condemning the air strike. These tele-
grams were then sent to the White House.

In a February 9, 1965, memorandum
to all districts from the national organ-
ization department, it was stated that the
major point on the agenda for all the
American people was obviously to bring
a halt to the war in South Vietnam,
to demand an end to all actions of ag-
gression against the North Vietnam, to
insist that all military personnel and
forces of the United States be withdrawn
from South Vietnam, and to insure that
the Vietnamese be given an opportunity
to determine their own destiny and to
exercise their right of self-determina-
tion. This memorandum then claimed
that thousands of telegrams were being
sent to the President in protest against
his authorization of the “brazen aet of
ageression” against North Vietnam.

At a meeting of party offielals In mid-
February, 1965, Robert Thompson, or-
ganizer of the party’s New York District,
stated that attempts should be made o
get trade-union spokesmen to speak out
publicly against the role of the United
States in Vietnam. Communist Party,
T.S.A., Secretariat member Gilbert Green
said the situation in Vietnam had dem-
onstrated that the Chinese Communists
were not warmongers, because they had
acted responsibly under great provoca-
tion. Communist Party, U.8.A., National
TLabor Secretary Carl Winter claimed
that there was mass pressure for peace
in Vietnam and President Johnson rec-
ognized this. In Winter’s opinion, the
‘“ynique contribution” made by the Com-
munist Party in the 1964 presidential
election campeign was the conclusion
that the people should never put their
trust in President Johnson but should
ez;lr; continuous pressure to obtain their
g \

COMMUNIST SPEAKERS ON COLLEGE CANMPUSES

The devious hand of the Communists
appeared on the turbulent campus of
the University of California at Berkeley,
Calif., which has been disrupted almost
constantly with “student demonstra-

tions” during the current school year.”

On February 8, 1965, there was a rally of
approximately 1,300 students at this
campus for the purpose of protesting
what was described as U.8. intervention
in Vietnam. Communist Party National
Committeeman Herbert Aptheker, ap-
pearing as director of the Institute for
Marxist Studies, a Communist front, was
one of the speakers.

Aptheker asserted that the U.S. Gov-
ernment was engaged in a classic im-
perialistic war in South Vietnam. He
described the February 7, 1965, Amer-
ican bombing mission into North Viet-
nam as ‘not retaliatory, but aggressive
and barbarous.” The Vietcong was chaxr-
acterized by Aptheker as & national
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liberation movement front embraced by
the people of Vietnam. Nothing else

could ‘explain, Aptheker concluded, the
success of the Vietcong against the

: greatest military power in the world.

i

In recent months, Aptheker and other
Com&umst sgxokesmen have appeared at
ber of colleges and universities
throughout the country where they have
bltterly attacked U.S. policy in Viet-
nam.. They have indicated the United
States as an agegressor interfering in the
internal affairs of other nations, They
contend that President Johnson could
prove the sincerity of his advocacy of
peace if he would seek, through negotia-
tion, a peaceful solution to the situation
in Vietnam. To them, of course, a peace-
ful solution would mean United States
Withdrawal
The appearance of Communist speak-
ers on college campuses is part of the
Communist Party’s program to propa-
gandize young students under the guise
of academic freedom. Since 1961, Com-
miunist Party luminaries have made an

- average of 50 campus appearances a year.

WAR ISOLATING 'U'NITED STATES -

Gut Hall held a press conference at
the party’s national headquarters on
February 25, 1965, as a result of the new
indictment of the Communist Party,
U.8.A,, for violatlon of the Internal Se-

curity Act of 1950. Hall termed the in-

dictment an attempt to create hysteria
and & natlonal emergency for the pur-
pose of sllencing all opposition to the
conduct of an unpopular, undeclared
and, therefore, unconstitutional and un-
Just war of ageression in South Vietnham.
Continuing, Hall said that the policies of
ageression In South Vietnam were iso-
lating the United States from all those
who were for peace, and this “political
prosecution” of the Communist Party
further isolated the United States from
all those who were for democracy.
Communist Party leaders and rank-
and-file members have participated in
demonstrations and other activities de-
signed to carry out party directives. A
recent and striking example of Commu-
nist participation in a demonstration
was the April 17 march on Washington
to end the war in Vietnam. A Commu-

-nist Party directive, which was sent to

all Communist Party dlstrxct.s in March
1965, described the contemplated march
as the “biggest single action calling for
an end to the war in Vietnam.”

On Maxrch 30, 1965, Herbert Aptheker
spoke to some 200 persons in New York
City and attacked U.S. policy in Viet-
nam. He stated that thls country was
using Vietnam as a testmg ground for
new weapons, was explmtmg the people
and resources of Vletnam and was con-
tinuing the war for its imperialistic de-
signs. He urged those in this audience to
write letters to their Senators and to
President Johnson for the purpose of
showing their indignation over U.S,

_policy and asking for U.S. withdrawal

from Vietnam. Aptheker said that he
would participate in the April 17 march
on. Washmgton and urged young people
in his audience to do likewise.

Aptheker spoke again at a “teach-in”
which was held at City College of New
York on April 13 and 14 Before a crowd
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which varied from 400 to 600" Aptheker
severely criticized the policies of the
United States in ‘Vietnam.

STUDENT MARCH ON WASHINGTON

The planned student march on Wash-
ington was held on April 17, 1965. It was
the largest single demonstration held to
date to protest U.S. action in Vietnam.
Some 15,000 persons participated in the
demonstration. While the march was
not Communist initiated, dominated, or
controlled, Communist Party members
from throughout the Nation participated
in this demonstration. Among the lead-
ing Communist participants were Arnold
Johnson, Michael Zagarell, and George
Meyers. Johnson- is the party’s public
relations director; Zagarell is the party’s
national youth director; and Meyers is
in charge of the party’s southern region.

In addition to members of the Com-
munist Party and the Du Bois Clubs who
participated in the march were repre-
sentatives of such Communist splinter
groups as the Socialist Workers Party,
Young Socialist Alliance, Workers World
Party, Youth Against War and Fascism,
Progressive Labor Movement, and May 2
Movement.

The greatest number of individuals
with subversive backgrounds who partic-
ipated in the march came from New
York City, including 78 individuals who
were identified as . Communist Party
members or sympathizers. There were
also participants with subversive back-
grounds from such other major cities as
Baltimore, Boston, Buffalo, Cleveland,
Seattle, and Washington, D.C.

A special edition of “The Worker,” an
east coast Communist newspaper, and
copies of “The Militant” and the “Young
Socialist,” publications of the Socialist
Workers Party and its youth affiliate,
Young Socialist Alliance, were distrib-
uted during the march.

Major demonstrations in support of
the march took place in Chicago, San
Francisco, and Los Angeles. Communist
Party members and other individuals
with subversive backgrounds participated
in each of these demonstrations. The
largest demonstration took place in San
Francisco where 2,000 gathered at the
Federal Building and heard speeches
delivered by representatives of such
Communist splinter groups as the Soclal-
ist Workers Party, Young Socialist Alli-
ance, Progressive Labor Movement, and
May 2 Movement.

At a meeting of the Communist Party’s
National Committee held in late April
1965, Michael Zagarell claimed that the
Communist Party played a deeclsive role
in the April 17, 1965, march on Washing-
ton, even though it was not there in
name. In this regard, Arnold Johnson
praised the march and said that party
people from all over the country were in
Washington for the march. Credit is
due, Johnson added, to the stimulus giv-
en to the march by the Du Bois clubs.

DU BOIS CLUBS ACTIVE IN PROTESTS

Participation in a protest against
U.S. policy in Vietham was not
a new experience for members of the
Du Bois Clubs. In Chicago, for in-
stance, members were involved in dem-
onstrations protesting American action
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in Vietnam on two occasions in Feb-
ruary 1965. Du  Bois Club members
were among some 300 individuals in-
volved in g similar protest in Los An-
geles on February 13, 1965. On Febru-
ary 27, 1965, members demonstrated in
Newark, N.J., against American ac-
tivities in Vietnam. Richard Healey,
the son of Dorothy Healey, chairman of
the Communist Party’s southern Cali-
fornia district, led Communist Party,
U.S.A., and Du Bois Club members in a
plcket line in Portland, Oreg., on
February 27, 1965, opposmg U.S. policy
in Vietnam.

By its participation in these demon-
strations, the Du Bois Clubs is following
the Communist Party, U.S.A.,, line on
Vietnam just as it has paralleled Com-
munist policy since its founding in June
1964. Nevertheless, the national office of
the Du Bois Clubs sent to all its chapters
in March 1964, an “Emergency Memo on
Vietnam Crisis.” In this memoran-
dum, the opinion was expressed that it
was now possible to mobilize massive sup-
port for a movement fo bring peace to
Vietnam. It was further stated that the
Du Bois Clubs was circulating in colleges
and universities a petition of refusal to
serve in the Armed Forces against the
people of Vietnam. The memorandum
called upon all chapters, members, and
friends of the Du Bois Clubs to join with
all groups and individuals in a “stepped-
up campaign to end the war in Vietnam.”

TUNITED FRONT APPROACEH

At a meeting of the national commit-
tee of the Communist Party in April
19656 Gus Hall characterized the situa-
tlon in Vietnam as a war of U.S. impe-
rialist aggression and compared the
present action of the U.S. Goy-
ernment In Vietnam to fasclsm in Nazi
Germany. He claimed that people
throughout the world are protesting U.S.
aggression and calling this country an
outlaw. Continuing this condemnation
of his native country, Hall maintained
that U.S. Imperlalism is the principal
obstacle to peace In the world today and
that this country is the only power which
has not abandoned war as an instrument
of diplomacy.

Hall instructed that each party dis-
trict should make a survey of the peo-
ple’s political action groups in its terri-
tory, should not be afrald of becoming
involved in united front activities, but
should work with any force willing to ac-
cept Communist assistance. Hall also
stated that a victory over present U.S.
policies in Vietham would be a victory
for coexistence. In conclusion, Hall
clalmed that officials and members of
the Communist Party have taken part
in the leadership, planning, and initia-
tion of recent mass actions in the United
States.

Demonstrations, telegrams, and let-
terwriting campaigns similar to those

* which have been described can be ex-
‘pected for as long as our Nation remains

the principal deterrent to Communist
designs to conquer the world. While the
Communists may not be the instigators
of a particular action of this type, it can

be expected that they will make every
‘effort to exploit any act1v1ty initiated by
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non-Communists which can be used to
further Communist objectives.

Mr. DELANEY. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further requests for time. I move
the previous question.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

e A —————

COMMUNITY HEALTH SERVICES
EXTENSION AMENDMENTS OF
1965 ’

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union for the consideration
of the bill (H.R. 2986) to extend and
otherwise amend certain expiring pro-
visions of the Public Health Service Act
relating to community health services,
and for other purposes.

-~ The SPEAKER. The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman
from Arkansas.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the con-
slderation of the bill H.R. 2086 with Mr.
PriLsIN in the chalr.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

By unanimous consent, the first read-
ing of the bill was dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule,
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr.
Harris], will be recognized for 1 hour
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
SprincER], will be recognized for 1 hour.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arkansas.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, I am
pleased to present to the House this af-
ternoon this most important legislative
proposal, H.R. 2088. This bill was re-
ported by the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce unanimously.
It is a very necessary legislative pro-
gram, one of great interest and great
inmiportance. It would extend four pres-
ent legislative authorizations for com-
munity health services under the Public
Health Service. First, the community
immunization program enacted 3 years
azo would be extended for an additional
3 years at the current authorization ap-
propriation level of $11 million a year.
The present program, which is limited to
immunization against polio, diphtheria,
whooping cough, and tetanus would be
broadened to include immunization also
against measles, and the Surgeon Gen-
eral would be authorized to add these
programs against other diseases of a
serious nature, if the vaccines against
such diseases become available during
the next few years.

Secondly, the bill provides for the ex-
tenslon of the present law relating to
migratory workers’ health service pro-
grams, which was also enacted 3 years
ago. This program is extended for an
additional 3 years at the present $3 mil-
lion a year appropriation authorization.

Thirdly, the 5-year authorization for
grants to States to establish and main-
tain adequate community health services
and for the support of a training pro-
gram in schools of public health would
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be extended for an additional year
through June 30, 1967. :

The $50 million annual appropriation
presently ~authorized for this program
would not be changed.

Finally, Mr. Chairman, the program of
special projects for community health
services which was authorized by the
Community Health Services and Facili-
ties Act of 1961 would be extended for
an additional year with no change in the
$10 million annual appropriation au-
thorization.

. Let me explain these various programs
in more detail.

First, the immunization program in
section 2 of the bill provides for the ex-
tension and expansion -of the current
vaccination programs. Since the enact-
ment of the Vaccination Assistance Act
of 1962 significant progress has been
made. During the period of 1962 to 1964
the number of poliomyelitis cases in the
United States was reduced from 910 to
121. Diphtheria is down from 444 to 304.
Tetanus is down from 322 to 271. In
1962 only one-third of the children un-
der 5 years of age were adequately im-
munized against polio. As of September
1964 two-thirds of all children under the
age of 5 were protected.

Millions of people, adults and children
alike, have been immunized during this
2-year period.

Although substantial progress has been
made, the total impact of the vaccina-
tion program has not been realized. Ex-
tension of the program will provide time
and funds to assure that the people of
the Nation, particularly the children, are
fully protected against these four serious
communicable diseases—polio, diphthe-
ria, whooping cough, and tetanus.

A primary aim of H.R. 2986, however,
is to launch a nationwide immunization
program against measles. This common
childhood disease is one of the most
infectious and serious of the diseases
which attack children. Each year ap-
proximately 4 million cases of measles

occur in the United States, causing about

500 deaths and leading to serious com-
plications, such as measles encephalitis,
pneumonia, and hearing disorders.
Modern medical research has provided
vaccines which can prevent the disease,
and yet measles continues to take its toll
among the children of our Nation. Un-
der the authority provided in this bill,
States and communities will he assisted
in the conduct of comprehensive im-
munization programs. This will be a
major effort against measles and at the
seme time, the work that still needs to
be done against polio, diphtheria, whoop-
ing cough, and tetanus will be continued.
MIGRATORY WORKERS HEALTH SERVICES PROGRAM

Section 3 of the bill extends for 3 years
the current program of project grants
for domestic agricultural migratory
workers.

The need for funds to help support
health services for more than 1 million
farm migrants—including workers and
families~—was well documented when the
original authorizing legislation was pend-
ing before Congress in 1862. The peo-
ple are poor and cannot afford to pur-

‘chase the medical care they need. Yet
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they fail to qualify as legal residents in
their temporary work communities and
are thus excluded from community serv-
ices for other indigent persons. Many
communities which need their labor for
brief periods are small and isolated.
Some have meager health resources even
to serve local residents. These resources
are severely overtaxed by a periodic in-
flux of migrants. '

Congress established the current mi-
grant health project grant program in
1962. The program has demonstrated
its possibilities for heélping migrants to
obtain needed health care. About 40-
percent of the total budgeted costs of
the 63 projects in 32 States assisted by
migrant health grants has come from
other than grant sources.

Through grant-assisted projects, night
clinics provide needed care for all fam-
ily workers in or near large labor camps
and nurses make regular camp visits.
Sanitarians work with growers and with
migrants to upgrade labor camps and
health educators teach the migrants how
to take better care of themselves in
order to prevent illness and disability to
the extent possible.

So, Mr. Chairman, the program is now
operating effectively and we think war-
rants continuation.

In addition, many more migrant work-
ers’ work areas need to develop projects.

A further need is for the addition of
hospital care to the services which ean
be supported by migrant health grants.
With the extension of this legislation,
project support can be continued as nec-
essary, hospital care can be added to
project services and new migrant work
areas can be encouraged to develop
health services where they are needed.

Mr. Chairman, the extension of this
program has been endorsed by the Amer-
jcan Medical Association, the American
Public Health Association, the Associa~
tion of State and Territorial Health Offi~
cers, and other interested groups.

Many public and voluntary organiza-
tions have demonstrated their interest
by the active promotion and participa-
tion in migrant health project develop-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, this has been truly a
cooperative program and it has worked
out literally that way.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Arkansas has expired.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 5 additional minutes.

Now, finally, Mr. Chairman, with ref-
erence to the general public health serv-
ices, section 4 of the bill provides for a
1-year extension of the current program
under section 314(c) of the Public Health
Service Act. Under this program the
Public Health Service makes grants on
a formula and matching basis to the
States to assist them in establishing and
maintaining adequate State and local
public health services.

The category of diseases and condi-
tions for which grants are made to all
the States include general health serv-
jces, dental health services, mental health
services, chronic illness and aging health
services as well as radiological health
services.
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